
N THE MATTER OF * BEFORE THE

AREEL JOHNSON, Pharm Tech * STATE BOARD

RLQISTRAUON NO T0305’i OF

Respondent * PHARMACY

* Case No. PT14O22

* * * * * * * * * * * *

ORDER FOR SUMMARY SUSPENSION

Pursuant to Md. State Govt. Code Ann. §10-226 (c) (2) (2009 RepL V0L), the State

Board of Pharmacy (the ‘Board) hereby suspends the regJstration to practice as a

Pharmacy Technician (Pharm Tech) in Maryland issued to ARiEL JOHNSON, (the

“Respondent”), under the Maryland Pharmacy Act (the ‘Act”), Md. Health 0cc. Code Ann.

§ 12-101, etg., (2009 RepI. V0L). This Order is based on the following investigative

findings, which the Board has reason to believe are true:

INVES1IGAIIVE FINDINGS

At all times relevant hereto, the Respondent was registered to practice as

a Pharm Tech in Maryland. The Respondent was first registered on December 9. 2008.

The Respondent’s registration expires on March 31, 2014.

2. At all times relevant hereto, the Respondent was employed as a Pharm

Tech for a company (the “company”) that has pharmacies within several hospitals and

other outlets. The Res ondent worked primarily for one of the pharmacies located



within a hosptat in BaWmore Cty.1

3. On or about August 12,2013, the company notced that ordering and

purchases from a particular manufacturer icr Controi!ed Dangerous Substances (CDS)

apoeared to be ab,orma Nsofar as the pharmacy at tne hosota’ i Bamore Cay

where the Respondent worked was concerned. It was noted that at least two bottles of

Promethazine2with Codeine3had been purchased every day for 2013, with the

exception of the time between February 8,2013 and March 26, 20131 when no bottles

were purchased. It was determined that the Respondent was on the Family Medical

Leave Act (FMLA) from February 8,2013 to March 26,2013 and, upon her return, was

temporarily assigned to the pharmacy within the Baltimore County hospita! from Apr!!

10,2013 to June 7, 2013, and then back to the hospital in Baltimore City. On June 10,

2013, the ordering/purchasing pattern was reviewed for the hospital in Baltimore County

as well.

4. The company found the following:

A. For the hospital in Baltimore City, it was noted that 108 bottles of

Promethazine with Codeine were purchased, yet only 23 bottles dispensed;

B. The pattern at the Baltimore County hospital was similar in that 39

bottles Prornethazine with Codeine were purchased but only nine bottles were

1The Respondent also worked bdefly for the company at its pharmacy within a Baltimore County hospital.

2Promethazine prevents and controls motion sickness, nausea, vomiting, and dizziness. Also used to
relieve or prevent allergic reactions, helps people go to sleep, and control their pain or anxiety before or
after surgery or other procedures.
todeine is a narcotic pain medicine and cough reliever.

2



cfsneseci whe t:ie Res onden: wor;cec :nere.

5. On ALs: 14, 2013, the company hooked up a dgha recocng device to

cames an an :nerne: connecuon to tie iOSpte Batmore Ct cdr

act.V.tt/ from .bat hosoha comoa’ys :eadcLarters in Bamore C,:y. On AJçiL;st

16, 2013, personnel watched the Respondent take two bottles from the pharmacy shelf,

where the Promethazine with Codeine was stored, and walk into the storage closet and

put the two bottles into her pocketbook. The Respondent then left the pharmacy, with

the two bottles in the pocketbook. The bottles had been purchased from the

manufacturer that day.

6. The company then contacted the Badmore Cly Poiice, who arrested the

Respondent on August 1 9, 201 3. A: the time of her arrest, it was determined that the

Respondent had stolen the following from the Baltimore City hospital:

14,144 tablets of Hydrocodone/APAP 7•5/5QQ5 mg; and,

280. 489 ml (593 bottles) of Promethazine with codeine.

7. At the time of her arrest, the Respondent had stolen from the Baltmore

County hospital 1 8,447 ml (39 bottles) of Promethäzine with Codeine.

8. After her arrest, the Respondent admitted to stealing the amount of

Kydrocodone from the Baltimore City hospital, as set forth above, as wel! as the

amount of Promethazine with Codeine, as set forth above. The Respondent further

Ethernet is a !amy of computer networkng technologies for local area networks (LANs). Systems
communicating over Ethernet divide a stream of data nto shorter oieces called frames. Each frame
contains sonrce and destination addresses and error-checkng data so that damaged data can be
detected and re-transmitted.
Hydrocodone is an opioct pain medication. Acetamnophen is a ass potent pam refLever that ncreases
The effects of hydrocodone. in this combination. hydrocodone = 7.5 rngs and the acetarnirophen 500
mgs. The drcg aso goes by the trade name of Lotab and Vcod:n.
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admitted that she woud order a !ot and then take two ont boftes at co&ng time, ‘.tCe

the pnarmaclst was doing other work. The street value of the Promethatne with

Codeine is $2C0.400 a bctt!e. The tcza va.e of all c’ t’e Responcent’s thefts ‘tn

both hospitals = $8251. The Respondent &so informed the Police about the persofl sr1e

sold the bottles to and, subsequently, that person was arrested after the Police set up a

sting with the Respondent.

9. The Respondent was crimfrially charged with the following in the Circuit

Court for Baltimore City:

Count 1: CDS Poss W/l Manuf/Dis/Disp-Narc;

Count 2: CDS-Un!awfu Possession, etc.;

Count 3: CDS-Poss WI Manuf/DisiDisp-Narc-Con;

Count 4: CDS Possession-Con; and

CountS: Theft less than $100.

10. On 12/12/13, the above cases were nolle prossed.

11. The Respondent was also charged with Theft $1 k to under $10 K. On

12/12/13, the Respondent pled guilty and received a Probation After Conviction, with

the sentence to start 12/11/13. She received three years imprisonment, with all but one

day suspended. She was also sentenced to three years supervised probation and

ordered to pay the company $8251 restitution before her probation ends.

12. The company filed a Drug Enforcement Administrative (DEA) form of theft

and loss, as required and it notified the Board of same, as well.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Based on ihe foregoing, the Board finds That the pubc heath, safety or wefare

imperatively requires emergency action, pursuant to Md. St. Govt. Code Ann. §10-226(c)

(2) (2009 Repl. Vol.).

ORDER

Based on the foregong, t s therefore this day of

2014, by a maohty vote of a quorum of the State Board of Pharmacy, by authority

granted by the Board by Md. St. Govt. Code Ann. §10-226(c) (2) (2009 RepI. Vol.), the

registration held by the Respondent to practice as a Pharm Tech in Maryland,

Registration No. T03057, is hereby SUMMARILY SUSPENDED; and be t further

ORDERED That, upon the Board’s recet of a written request from the Respondent.

a Snow Cause Hearing shall be scheduled within a reasonable time of said request, at

whch the Resoondet wHI be gven an oooortuny to be heard as to wnetherthe Summary

Suspensior should be continued, regarding the Respondents fitness to practice as a

Pharm Tech and the danger to the pubc; and be t further

ORDERED that the Respondent shaH immediately turn over to the Board her waH

cer’Hflcate anc waHet-sized registration to pracUce as a Pharm Tech issueU by the Board;

arci be h further
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ORDERED that :his document consthutes a Fna Order o the Board and s,

:*areore, a nuhc cocL:ment or pu-poses of JLbc csccsure, as reoLthec by Md. State

Cov. Cude Ann. IC-617(h) 2CC9 Re. Vo.

Laverne G. Naesea, Executive Director
Board of Pharmacy

NOTICE OF HEARING

A Show Cause hearing to determine whether the Summary Suspension shall be

continued wHI he hed before the Board at 4201 patterson Avenue, Barnore, 21215

foflowing a written recuest by the Respondent or same.
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